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A FALSE SEX EMPHASIS. 



BY ANNA CADOGAN ETZ. 



Man has assumed from the beginning that the nature of wom- 
an was something quite foreign to the nature of man. As this 
assumption was one of his earliest, it has also been the one to 
which he has clung with the most tenacity. Science has been able 
to set him right on other mistaken hypotheses, but as to the 
nature of woman his vision seems clouded with a perpetual haze. 
lie admits with candor that a female oak must be an oak, that 
a male ivy must be an ivy. But he is conscious of no treason to 
the facts of natural history in persistently reiterating that the 
relation between woman and man is that of the ivy to the oak. 

When men judge men, the conditions under which they work 
and live are recognized as important factors in moulding their 
characters, but in judging women any observed difference from 
the known characteristics of men is at once ascribed to sex, and 
the question is not asked, Would not the economic conditions 
which have controlled the lives of women produce similar traits 
of character in any class regardless of sex? Two necessary pre- 
requisites of a correct understanding of this question are seldom 
studied with an impartial mind: the first is the history of the 
relation of the sexes from the beginning of civilization, and the 
other is the limitations of the power of sexual selection as com- 
pared with the forces of natural selection and heredity. 

There are certain basic facts concerning the action of sexual 
selection which serve to discredit the general assumption that the 
known differences in mind and temperament of men and women 
are due to the differences in sex. The exhaustive researches of 
Darwin led him to these conclusions : that sexual selection among 
mammals works with uniformity; that it is the male who usually 
departs from the standard as the result of this force ; that as con- 
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cferns man, it operated only in remote ages; that throughout the 
whole mammalian world equal transmission of character has pre- 
vailed; that otherwise, it is probable, man would have been as 
superior in mental endowment to woman as the peacock is in 
ornamental plumage to the hen. 

The combination of sexual selection as the initial force with 
the principle of equal transmission works strange transformations. 
Man was originally a hairy animal. In the process of denudation 
the female led the way as the result of sex selection. The effect of 
heredity is seen in a race tending toward a hairless condition, 
and in regard to one aspect, man in the lead. Even the superior 
strength of man, which he acquired as the result of sex selection 
(the strongest male defeating his rivals and securing the best 
female) and which caused the initial subjugation of woman, is 
on a fair way to obliteration in these athletic days. In any as- 
sembly there are to be seen numbers of women larger than the 
average man. Indeed, this superiority has always been at the 
mercy of the conditions of life. Men prate of weakness as a strict- 
ly feminine attribute. The Indian, who in primitive times saun- 
tered along burdened only with the weapon which belonged to his 
epoch, noted no such sex attribute in the squaw who trudged 
behind him carrying all the baggage, lodge poles and cooking 
utensils to their new camping-place. The Eskimo, who uses a 
light man's boat while the women man the heavy freight and 
passenger boats, talks not of weakness as a feminine attribute. 
The peasant woman of Europe, who tills the soil so that the flower 
of European manhood can form the armed neutrality of that 
Continent, exists in defiance of this theory of feminine weakness. 

The superior strength of man has been exploited in the inter- 
ests of war; but in the development of the industries of the 
world the woman, who originated them and carried them on 
during dreary centuries, has, as the result of natural selection, 
that is — in adapting herself to the conditions of life — been re- 
quired by stern necessity to develop a strength and certainly a 
power of endurance by no means inferior. 

The Spartan women of ancient times, as well as the athletic 
product of our women's colleges, teach the lesson of the feeble- 
ness of the powers of sexual selection as compared to the won- 
derful adaptability of the human body in its responsiveness to 
the conditions of life — in which respect there is no sex distinction. 
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That immortality itself was a sex attribute was a mooted 
question for many centuries. The possession of a mind strong 
enough to stand a college education was considered a sex at- 
tribute no longer than half a century ago, and in these times, 
when opportunities utilized have proved the female mind no less 
strong than that inhabiting a masculine cranium, women's brains 
are accredited with a difference in quality necessitating a dif- 
ference in mental diet, though as yet the male and female stomach 
is considered able to digest the same material. 

As in response to equal opportunity, women have successive- 
ly proved themselves equal with men in physical and mental 
powers; as the point of difference is perforce shifted, but is still 
insisted on as existing; as with the disappearance of each dis- 
tinction there is still no suspension of the ardor with which the 
point is maintained — queer marvel is it of an illogical world that 
the real distinction is seldom sighted and never estimated at its 
full significance. 

'Way back in the obscurity of savage life before the dawn of 
civilization this was the sex distinction: he was strong, she was 
useful; therefore, he took her for his own. She was the first 
slave, she was the first thing he ever owned; and he has re- 
linquished her piecemeal and with the greatest reluctance. The 
distinction between a piece of property and its owner is indeed 
vital, and in adjusting themselves to the conditions of life, as 
stated in those terms, remarkable differences were sure to arise. 
The completeness of her serviture and its maintenance down to 
such recent times would prove powerful enough to stamp marked 
traits on both male and female characters. She could be 
counted on to acquire slave qualities ; and the rapid intuition, the 
quickness of perception, the zeal for self-effacement — in short, 
all the so-called virtues, as well as vices, which have been placed 
to her credit throughout the long ages, what are they but the 
inevitable outcome of a slave status ? The happiness and comfort 
of a slave depend upon the quickness with which he reads the 
mood of his master and the rapidity with which he perceives the 
course adapted to his pleasure. Why should not women be en- 
meshed in a love of personalities when the person nearest held 
their life and happiness in the hollow of his hand ? Why should 
principles of abstract justice appeal to the feminine character? 
What has justice ever done for her? Of generosity her life may 
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have been full to overflowing, but of justice — she hae seldom 
been the object to which it has been applied. Her attitude toward 
it might consistently resemble the Irishman's, who, when solicited 
to take out an insurance policy through consideration for pos- 
terity, replied: "Posterity! Sure, and what has posterity ever 
done for me?" 

To talk with learned unction of sex selection and differentiation 
may gladden the ear and befog the mind, but traits that would 
be the inevitable outcome of an economic condition wherever 
found need no elaborate biological explanation. The selfishness 
which even Darwin bewails as the unfortunate sex distinction of 
the male human animal, what is it but the natural outcome of 
centuries of domination? With such an opportunity the female 
could have been counted on to assume the world as her own 
preserve in exactly a similar manner. His ambition which Dar- 
win likewise attributes to his sex inheritance, what is it but 
the result of opportunities for gratification? Why should the 
female, for whom aspirations could have no legitimate realization, 
save in devotion to the comfort and welfare of her family, de- 
velop ambition? Was she not ever drilled in all that is implied 
in the old adage, " The happiest women have no history " ? What 
a world of meaning is contained in Jolin Wesley's advice to his 
wife, " Be content to be a private and insignificant person known 
and loved by God and me." If " God and me " were the powers 
that alone offered hope of reward for zeal and faithful service, 
" God and me " eould be counted on to be the objects of woman's 
devotion, and consequently a large part of the history of women 
is but a record of faithful service to husband or father and the 
church. Who dare say that this is the outcome of her nature, 
since she never has been offered that liberty of choice that alone 
would indicate a following of nature's promptings. 

There is one brilliant exception to the universal habit of the 
mind of man being utterly befogged when it discusses the nature 
of woman. As the result of an inherited logical mind and the 
severest early training no sophistry, no prejudice, could ever ob- 
scure the truth from the piercing eye of John Stuart Mill. He 
saw and fearlessly proclaimed nothing in the mental and moral 
eccentricities of the female character but the inevitable outcome 
of the force of circumstance. He aptly compared the case of 
woman to that of a plant some of whose shoots are forced and 
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some are heaped with ice and left to die; and he declared that 
men, with the inability to recognize their own hand-work which 
distinguishes the unanalytic mind, indolently believe that the tree 
grows of itself in the way they have made it grow, and that 
it would die if one half were not kept in a vapor bath and the 
other half in the snow. 

John Stuart Mill was naturally precocious and was trained in 
logic at the age that the normal boy is devoting himself to marbles. 
But this concentration of all the forces of his life in tracing 
phenomena to their causes and causes to their inevitable conse- 
quences seemed none too complete if the nature of woman was 
to be considered from a basis of pure reason; for Spencer and 
Darwin, magnificently as they overcame all other obstacles, only 
saw part of the truth when they referred to this perennially mis- 
understood subject. 

Herbert Spencer admits that the great man is what society has 
made him, hut when he turns to the normal woman he sees through 
a glass darkly and his logical mind loses its bearings. He re- 
capitulates with unerring accuracy the traits of mind and char- 
acter that the weaker sex have acquired as the result of dealing 
for centuries with the stronger, and uses these data to justify his 
a priori inference that as the parental activities are different 
so will be the mental faculties. If woman had been stronger 
or man had been just, these regretted limitations would never 
have existed; all this might have happened without in the least 
interfering with the sexual activities. In regard to reproducing 
her species, woman would have been infinitely more successful. 
If, as Spencer states, she had often to resort to deceit and in- 
direction to save the very lives of herself and offspring, this 
faculty, developed as the result of necessity, must work with 
sinister influence on both herself and her children and resulted 
as a blight on the life of the family, but bore no essential re- 
lation to her sexual history. 

If women were obliged to reproduce the species against such 
heavy odds, and even to protect their offspring from the father, 
the zeal and devotion which women have shown in protecting the 
interests of children are thus revealed as an inevitable result of 
their economic history, and are not, as modern writers state with 
much fulsome compliment, one of the inherent virtues of the 
feminine nature. Thus one by one we see the boasted virtues 
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of the womanly nature traced back to their origin, which was not 
the essential goodness of her nature, but the result of stern eco- 
nomic necessity. She cared for the family. Why ? Because man 
made her, and if she hadn't the race would have died out. As 
a sex, her record is one of abstemiousness — not because of her in- 
herent goodness, but as the weaker part she was not allowed the 
luxuries with which men indulged themselves. She is virtuous. 
Why ? Because man set that standard for her and she had to live 
up to it. 

In regard to the prolonged subjugation of woman the initial 
cause was, in all probability, the superior strength of man. This, 
however, is not sufficiently marked to explain the completeness 
of her subserviency. So abjectly has she grovelled beneath his 
feet that every attempt made to better the condition of the sex 
has been bitterly resisted by the vast majority of its members. 
It is not only the laws on the statute-books that have hampered her 
and marked her as inferior, but the unwritten and immeasurably 
more effective laws of custom and prejudice. We are all the 
slaves of custom, but on woman has fallen the bondage in its 
heaviest form. Naturally, being human, would she choose to 
do the customary thing, and inevitably, as the result of her slave 
status, would she be forced to do the things that her owner thought 
proper; his opinion being also formed in deference to custom. 
The original barbarian warrior, therefore, who brought the first 
captive woman home from battle as a proof that he had been 
a brave fighter is the only culpable party. After the style was 
once set, each generation, through the force of precedent, riveted 
its bonds with increasing intensity on its successor. In those 
old patriarchal days fathers were not only obeyed, they were wor- 
shipped, and how irresistible must have been the force of custom ! 
In our own free and enlightened time, do we not imperil the 
very lives of our children every Fourth of July? Such is the 
force of custom. One July, on the 5th, the newspapers feebly 
commented on the fact that fifty-one children had been killed 
and over thirty-five hundred injured ; but next summer we repeat 
the experience — such is the force of precedent. 

It would seem that even the casual reader of history, as well 
as the most superficial observer of social conditions, could not fail 
to find abundant cause for all the peculiar traits exhibited by 
women without resorting to the threadbare argument of sex. 
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Their failure to do so is another instance of the tribute man- 
kind is perpetually laying at the feet of prejudice. 

The debatable point that has most staggered biologists has been 
the extent to which women transmit their acquired traits to their 
female offspring and how many crumbs from the well-spread 
table of the father might in the course of inheritance be picked 
up by the daughter. Spencer, who assumes so much — as a philos- 
opher whose range is every department of human knowledge 
must — finds in the direct inheritance from mother to daughter 
a sufficient explanation for all the feminine eccentricities which 
fell under his rather limited bachelor eye. To concede this point 
is to abandon all hope; for, however acquired, any female char- 
acteristic would wend its way through ages as a blight on the 
unfortunate sex in which it originated. 

Spencer searched until he found the facts which justified his 
assumption, but Darwin collected with patient toil all accessible 
data and let the conclusion be what it must. After bringing 
all the facts of natural history bearing on this mooted question 
together, he stated the following law as one with known excep- 
tions : Traits acquired after maturity are transmitted to the same 
sex, but traits acquired before maturity are transmitted equally 
to both sexes. 

This law offers a sufficient explanation for many phenomena 
otherwise not clear. It explains why women have lagged behind 
in the progress of the world and yet have not dropped so hope- 
lessly in the rear, as must have been the case had women inherited 
only from women. 

The difference in the education of the sexes in the human fam- 
ily never abates for a moment from the cradle to the grave. The 
tiniest girl is exhorted to behave in accord with the proprieties 
that shut her out from the activities open to her brother. All 
that youth acquires before the age of maturity becomes the in- 
heritance of the race; and thus the manacles which society has 
imposed on its women, as well as the progress it has instilled into 
its sons, are equally inherited by both men and women. 

The marked ability which women are showing in public work 
along philanthropic lines in utilizing the power of organization 
proves nothing, if not that it was a direct inheritance from gen- 
erations of men. The isolation in which the work of women has 
always been carried on could develop no such ability for trans- 
vol. cxci. — no. 651. 17 
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mission to posterity. To what an extent the progress of human 
society has been retarded by the prolonged damming up and 
diverting of the powers of half the race, it is, of course, impossible 
to estimate. But at least the lesson is plain for any discrimi- 
nating observer of social evolution, that most of the so-called 
sex distinctions between men and women are merely the inevitable 
consequences resulting from different conditions ; and just in pro- 
portion as men and women work side by side in the battle of life, 
submitting to the same handicaps and stimulated by equal oppor- 
tunity, will the truth emerge; that sex distinctions have been 
vastly over-emphasized and that the physical differentiation neces- 
sary for the propagation of the species is strictly limited in its 
field and leaves untouched the larger area of human qualities 
which has been developed in consequence of man being a social 
animal. 

Anna Cadogan Etz. 



